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length upon what is regarded as an efficient blockade, ought to be
stated. Before giving these instructions, Mr. Long evidently
had had a conversation with some one whose mind was affected
with torpedophobia, for he suggests three lines of blockade of
all important points.

First, an inner line to consist of small, fast vessels, either
torpedo-boats, or revenue cutters, tugs, and the like, improvised
to act as torpedo-boat destroyers and scouts, close to the harbor
mouth.

Second, a line placed about two or three miles outside of this
inner line to consist as nearly as possible of vessels of the class
of the Cincinnati, or Detroit, whose duty it would be to go to the
support of the inner line if need be.

Third, outside this second line the battleships were to cruise
at a distance of twenty-five miles from the blockaded port. This
distance was considered to be near enough if a change of posi-
tion was made after nightfall to minimize the chance of successful
attack against them by the enemy's torpedo-boats.

Eeading these repeated orders of the department in the
calmer judgment of to-day, it is hardly possible to avoid the
conclusion that from March 23, 1898, to July 13, 1898, after the
fleet of Cervera had been destroyed, the policy of the depart-
ment was not to permit the risk of crippling the battleships
against fortifications.

Mr. Long's telegram to the comniander-in-chief, referring to
the matter of forcing the harbor of Santiago after the overthrow
of Cervera's squadron, was dated July 13, 1898, and incontro-
vertibly shows that there had been no change of heart upon this
matter up to that date.

But the reconnaissance of May 31st was another matter.
When that was made, with the view to develop what was in these
batteries, or what was behind them., in accordance with the first
of these instructions, and possibly in some sympathy with the
latest, the operation was made the subject of censure, and three
years later the basis of an inquiry.

In more compact Anglo-Saxon, the commander of the Second
Squadron was brought under official inquiry and censure for
not doing on May 31st that which Admiral Sampson had been
specifically forbidden to do in orders reiterated from March 23d
ington, wherein Mr. Long defines the department's views at some vessels,
